6/28/71 


Dear %e» 

Many ** tlianks for your voluminous and helpful response on Jaworski. 1 
had to lay that wilting aside for pressing needs on suits, so I ve not tune to read 
n^. PlTS thatas soon as I can return to the writing, whioh I am aiudous to 
complete. I have that chapter retyped, but can add to it. 

I do not have Lifton's book because X already had that stuff. However, it has 
beau lo lZ Z™ I’ve looked at it, I do not recall ass loearly as I’d like. I’xl 
flave to go over all of it again when I can. 

One of the other things that has been baffling me is where I f 
(Robert 0) was in the OSS. Was that in these ex sess transcripts, too? If you remember, 

citation will be enough. I can then find it in the session ol that date. 

lour foundations clips include sources I know I do not have, like LA Times. 

I tTrtrfr the current flap about the Pentagon Papers is very healthy. I wish the 
pepors' ^orn more time to papers their .arguments, for there are areas 

they could not explore and apparently had no knowledge of* 

Your radio appearance sounds exciting. If you go ahead and do it regularly, 
you wj i find it stimulating and challenging, hut also an intrusion in your 
regular life. I think you’ll enjoy it much, tho. 

I read Kaiser’s book when it first came out. He then said he’d see me he 

in thi « area. He has been twice that I know of and ha sn t phoned, so, having 

^ i^^nY onTperaon can, I’ve forgotten that. There was a real op^rtunity 
S hS oil thcW report.# TOO tod. tot oopto Blebr- . effort, 
rtll oaiao 301-0 thing# There has been little in the papers tow, tot Itovu 
submission, or at least all that appeared in the Freep, and it is impressive, :u it 
is also incomplete. Don’t know anything about her. 


In the event the foregoing is not explicit, I am preparing to file more 


suits. 


Again thanks, and good luck! 



